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The Supreme Court of the United Stales.
THE DRED SCOTT CASE
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constitntions of the non-sla States.""

THE WASHINGTON UNION,

question—n cnse which has Dut one side, if the act of
Congress and the constitution of IlMnols are not recog-
Nised.

And does such n case constitute a ruls of decision for
this comrt—n cnse to be followed by this court! The
course of declsion so long and o uniformly maintalned
established & comity or law between Missouri and the
free States and Territories where slavery was prohibited,
which must be somewbat in this case.  Rights
sanctioned ought not and  cannot

veholding
In Wilson s, Melvin, (4 Missouri R, 692,) it appeared
p ™ Witk s intention of residing
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be with blsnece of justice, b
repudinted, any sem , by one or
two declsiong, infl d, as declared, by a determi
tion to counternct the excitement against slavery in the

froe Btates,
Louisians having held, for a series of
years, that where o master took his slave to France, or
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Ic | 1% would seemy, that It was the duty of the courts of thix

fonses base the right to ‘exact the
forfelture of emancipation,’ ns they term it, on the ground,

f
i
;

uni: ", Although theve is no law prohibiting
slavery in England, yet there is no law authorizing it}
and for near a century ite courts have declared that the
glave there is froe from the coercion of the master. Lords
Mansfield and Stowell agree upon this point, und there is
no dissenting authority.

There is no, other deseription of property which was
not protected in England brought from one of its slave
islands, Does not this show that property in o human

does not arise from nature or from the common
aw, but, in the langunge of this court, it Is 4 mere mu-
nidﬁ regulation, founded upon and limited to the range
of territorial laws t**  This decision is not o mere ar-
gament, but it is the end of the law, in regard to the cx-
tent of slavery.  Until i€ shall be overturned, it is not a
point for argument ; it is obligatory on myseli and my
brethren, and on all judicial tribunals over which this
exercises an appellate power.

It is said the Territories are common property of the
States, and that cvery man has a right to go there with
his This is not controverted. But the court
say aslave is not property beyoud the operation of the
local law which makes him such. Never was n truth moie
suthoritatively and justly uttered by man. Soppose w

g

master of a slave in o British island owned s million of |

in England, would that authorize him te tak.

his slaves with him to England? The constitution, in,

express terms, recognises the safus of slavery ax fonnded
on the municipal law : ¢ No person held to service or la-
bor in one State, under the lawa theref, csoaping inlo an-
other, shall,’’ &e, Now, unices the fugitive escape from
a place where, by the municipal law, he is held to labor,
this provision affords no remedy to the master.  What
can be more conclusive than this? Suppose a slave escape
from a Territory where slavery Is not anthorized by law,
can he be reclnimed ¢
In this case a majority of the court have said that a
wlave may be taken by his master into a Territory of the
United States, the sumo 13 8 horse, or any other kind of
It is true, this was gaid by the conrt, ns also
many other things, which are of no sothority.  Nothing
that has been said by them, which has not a direct bear-
ing on the jurisdiction of the court, against which they
lecided, can be considered us nuthority. T shall certainly

not regard it as such, The question of jurisdiction, being |

before the court, wns decided by them authoritatively,
but nothing beyond that question. A slave is not a mere
chattel. He bears the press of his Maker, and is
amenable to the laws of God and man; and he s destined
to an endless existence.

Under this head T ghall chiefly vely on the decisions of
the supreme conrts of the southern States, and especially
of the State of Missouri.

In the first and second sections of the sixth article of

X , It alleges,
between States depends upon the disevetion of both, which
may be varied by circumstances.  And it is declured by
the court ‘' that times are not as they were when the
former decisions on this subject were made,”"  Since then

decisions made for twenty-
cight years, before the case of Scott ve, Emerson. This

fumily were brought back to that State.
Anil the grave question arises, whether this law may be
; ? I om strongly
inclined to think that a rale of de 1o well settled as

ously construed, but that, under the circumstanecs whick
then existed, that law would not be recognised ; and the
resson for this is declared to be the excitement st the
| institution of slavery in the free States. While 1 la-
| ment this excitvment as much a8 asy oue, I cannot  as-
| gent that it shall be made  basis of judicia! action.

| In 1816 the common law, by statute, wis made a part

s | of the law of Missouri; snd that includes the great prin-

ciples of international law. These prineiples cannot be
abirogated by Judicial decisions, 1t will nquire the same
exercise of power to abolish the common law as to intro-
dnce it.  Tnterbational law ig founded in the opinions
genernlly received and acted on by civilized nations, and

not only individusls, but Btates, have been y 1 with
a dark and fell spirit in relation to slavery, whose gratifi-
cation is sought in the pursuit of mensures whose inevita-
| ble consequence must be the overthrow and destruction
| of our government. Under such circumstances, it does
not behoove the State of Missonri to show the least coun-
tenance to auy measure which might gratify thia spirit.
Bhe is willing to assume her full responsibility for the ex-
istence of slavery within her lwmits, nor does she seek to
ghare or divide it with others,

Chief Justice Gamble dissented from the other two
judges.  Ho says :

“In every slaveholding State in the Union, the sub-

forced by moral sanctions, It becomes & more author-
itative systesn when it resulty from special compacts,
founded on modified rules, adapted to the exigencies of
human soclety ; it Is, In fact, an international morality,
adapted to the best interests of nations. Aud in regard
.to the Btates of this Uslon on the subject of slavery, it I
eminently fitted for a rule of sctivn, subject to the
federal constitution.  ““The laws of nations are but the
natural rights of man applicd to nations.'”  (Vattel.)

I the common law have the force of a statatary enact-
ment in Missourd, it is clear, as it secins to me, that o
elave who, by o residence in linois in the service of his
master, becomes entitled to his freedom, cannot agnin be

ject of emancipation i 1 by statute ; and the
forms are prescribed in which it shall be effected. When-
ever the forms required by the laws of the State in which
the master and slave are resident ave complicd with, the

ipation is complete, and the elave is free. If the
right of the § thus ipated is subsequently
drawn in question in another Btate, it will be wseortained
and determined by the law of the Statein which the slave
| and his former master resided ; and when it appeass that
| wueh law has been complied with, the right to freedom
- will be Tully sustained in the courds of all the slavehold-
ing States, although the act of emancipation may not be
in the form requied by law in which the court gits.

“ In all such cages, courts continually adwinister the
law of the connfry where the right was wequired ; and

reduced to slavery by returning to his former domicil in
aslave Btate. It s to say what leglslative
power might do by a gencral act in such a case, but it
would be singular if a freeman could be made a glave by
the exevcise of n judicial diseretion. And it would be
| still more extrordinnry if this could be done, not only in
' the absence of special legislation, but in a State where
the common law is in foree,

It s supposed by some that the third article in the
treaty of cession of Louisiana to this country by France,
| i 1808, may have some bearing om this questi The

those of Missourl, - Allowiog to my brethren the same
right of judgment that | exercise myself, | must be per-
mitted to eay thet it seoms to me the principle
Inid down will enable the people of a slave Blate to

1

Dr. Emerson re-

, and their daughter
Boclling to the State of Missourl, where

they have ever since resided.’’  "This is tho agreed cnse ;
and can it be inferred from this that Scott and family re-

ou on his rights to cocrce his return, and-then claim

status of slavery attached.

1f the decision be placed on this ground, it is o fact for
ajury to declde, whether the return was voluntary ! or
clse the fact should be distinetly admitted. A presump-
tion agalnst the plaintiff In this respect, [ say with comfi-
denoe, in not authorizod from the facts admitted

Territory, tuu exlsts botwotn the Wiz governments
of Europe ' . e .
These are the words of o learned and great judge, born
and educated in o slave Stitey :
1 llm!r come to inguliv, the sixth aned last houd,
the declsions of the supr court of Missouri,

m&gquﬂau&mmmw on this court '
While we respect the lesrning and high intelligence of
the State courts, and considor thelr decisions, with others,
s suthority, we follow them only where they give a con-
struction 0 the Blate statutes.  On this head, | consider
wmiysell fortunate in belng able to turmn to the decision
this court, given by Mr. Justice Grier, in Pease v Peck, o
cuse from the State of Michigan, (18 Howard, 589,) deci-
ded In December tenmn, 1855, Speaking for the court,
Judge Grier said ;

‘“We entertain the highest respect
oourt, supreme court of Michigun,) and in any quos.
tion the construction of their own laws, where
we entertain any doubt, would le glad to be relieved from
doubt and reponsibility by reposing on their decish
There are, it is true, many dicta to be found in our de-
cisions, averring that the courts of the nited States are
bound to follow the decisions of the State courts on the
:mm]unur their own lawe, But although this may
¢ corvect, yet a rther strong oxphession of a geneml
rule, it cannot be received as cintion of a i
of universal application, A tingly, our rveports fur-
nish many cases of exceptions toit, In all cases where
thero in s settled construction of the laws of s State, by
It highest judicatore established by adinitted
it is the
coive
When' the declsions of the State court wre not consistent
we do not feel bound to follow the last, if it is contrary
to our own comvictions | and much more is this the case
whnrﬁ,gﬁuaw cone dmmhtcnt&uﬁmm
new suddenly springs up, or an excited public opin-
fon Imellhsiladm doctrines  subversive of former safe

precedent
of the courts of the United States to re-

These words, it appears to me, have & stronger applics-
tion 1o th case before us than they had to the cause in
which they were gpoken as the opinion of this court; and
Iluwﬂthntuwyck- nob geem to be s fresh in the vecol-

In coming to the conclusion that a voluntary retum by
Grace to her former domicil, slavery attached, Lord Btow-
oll took great pains to show that Tand foreed wlavery
upon ler colonies, and that it woas tained by numer-
ous acts of Parliament and  public policy; and, in short,
that “the system of slavery was not only established by
Girest Britain in her West Indian colonies, but that it was
popular and profitable to many of the wealthy and influ-
entinl people of England, who were engaged in trade, or
owned and cultivated plantations in the colonies. No one
can read his elaborate views, and not be strock with the
great difference Letween England and her colonies and
the free and slave States of this Union.  While slavery in
the eolonies of England is subject to the power of the
mother conntry, our States, especially in regnrd to sl
very, nre inde; resting upon their owuy sovervign-
thes, and subject enly to international laws, which apply
to nde, nt States. )

In the case of Willinme, whoe was aslave in Grannda,
having ron awny, cune to England, Lord Stowell said :
“The four judges all conour in this @ that he was a slave
in Granada, thongh n free man in England, and be would
lave continued a free man in all other parts of the world
exoept Granada,”'

Btrader ve. Graham (10 Howard, 82, andl 158 Curtis, 305)
has been cited as having o direct bearing in the case be-
fore us, In that case the conrt say : It was exclusively
in the power of Kentueky to determaine for itsell whether
the employment of slaves in asother State should or
shonld not make them free on their retum,””  No ques-
tion was before the court in that case, coxcepl that of ju-
risdiction, Aud any opinion given on any other point is
sbiiter dirfum, and of no authority., In the conclusion of
s opinion, the Chief Justice said : *‘In every view of the
subject, therefore, this eourt hus no jurisdiction of the
cmze, nod the writ of erroy must oo that ground be dis-
miesed, " )

In the caso of Spencer vs. Negro Deonis, (5 Gill's Rep.,
321,) the court say :

“imee free, and always free, s the maxim of Mary-
lnndd law wpon the subject.  Froedomn having ones vested,
by no compact belween the master and the liberated
slave, nor by any eondition subsequent, attached by the
mister to the gift of freedom, can a state of slavery be
reproduced.

In Hunter »a. Bulcher, (1 Leigh, 172 )

into that Stato to reside ave declared free; a Virginian-
horn slave is carried by his onster to Maryland ; the mos-
ter settlod there, and keeps the slave there in bondage for
twelve yours, the statute in force all the time; then Lo
brings him a8 o slave to Virginia, and sells him there.
Adjudged, in an action bronght by the man against the

| article veferred to provides “that the Inhabitwts of the

rehiaser, that ho is free.””

| eeded tervitory shall be incorporated into the Unjon, and
| enjoy all the wdvantages of citisens of the United States,
| and in the mean thme they shall be maintained wud pro-

when that law becomes known to the court, it is just as | tocted in the free enjnymu}t of their liberty, propesty,
| much a matter of course to decide the rights of the par- | and the religion they s ! :
| ties according to its requirements, as it s to settle the | As glavery existed in Loulsiana at the time aof the ces-
title of real estate eitunted in our State by its own | son, it Is supposed this is ag tee thint there should be

| bwwn."* '

| gument of the court.  Chief Justico continues :
“The perfect equality of the different Btates lies ot the
| foundation of the Union.  As the instihll.lou of glavery

This appears to me & most satisfactory answer to the ar- |

| mo change in its condition,

The answer to this s, in the fist place, that such o

| subject does not belong to the lreaty-making power ; and
any such armngement would have nugntory.  Aml,
in the mr;: place, by no admissible construction cau the

| in the States is one over which the of the
| United Btates gives no power to the general government,

| it in left to be adopted or rejected by the severnl States, na |

they think best ; nor ean any one State, or number of

States, cluim the right to interfere with any other State

upen the question of admitting or excluding this institu-
1

the constitution of 1llinnis it it declured that neither ela- | 4O0

very nor involuntary servitade shall hereafter be introdu-
cod into this State, otherwise than fur the punislment of
crimes whereof the party shall have been duly eonvicted ;
and in the d section it is declared that any violativu
of this article shall effect the emancipation of such person
from his obligation to service. In Illinois a right of
transit through the State is given the muster with his
slaves. This is a matter which, as 1 suppose, belongs ox-
clusively to the State.

The supreme conrt of Tlinols, in the case of Jurrot e,
Jarrot, (3 Gilmer, 7,) said :

*¢ After the conquest of this teérritory by Virginia, abe
coded it to the United States, and stipuluted that the ti-
tles and possessions, rights and libertics, of the French
settlers, should be guarantied to them.” This, it has boen
contended, secured them in the possession of those ne-
groes as slaves which they held before that thne, and that
neither Congress nor the convention had power to deprive
them of it; or, in other wonds, that the ordinance and
constitution should not be so interpreted and understood
£ to such siaves when it is thevein declared that

in the Northwest Territory, nor in the State of Iinois,
otherwise than in the plmiﬂimlmt of erimes. But it was
held that those rights conld not be thus protected, but
must yield to the ordisance and constitution.””

The first slave case docided by the supreme court of
Missouri, contained in the reports, was Winny es. White.
sides, (1 Missouri Rep., 473,) at October teym, 1824. It

that, more than twenty-five years before, the
with her husband, had removed from Car-

:

20, at that the

nance | was a5 o fundamental law for

those who may choose to live nnder it, mther than as o
That any sart of residence contrived or permitted by

| ‘A citizon of Missours, who removes with his slave to

('3 rried further than the protection of prop-
| erty in elaves at that timo in the ceded torritory. And
this has been complied with. The organimtion of the
| slave States of Louisians, Missouri, and Arkansas em-
' braced every slave in Lovisiana at the time of the vession,

This eVery g i hjection under the treaty,

There s therefore no pretence, growling out of the treaty,
| thut any part of the terrifory of Louisinna, as coded, be-
| yundd the organized States, is slave toerritory.

| Mlinois, has no right to plain that the f tul
| law of that State to which he remoyes, and in which ho

makes his residence, dissolyes the relation between him :

and his slave. It js as much his own voluntary set as it
he had excented o deed of No cne can |
pretend g of titutional provision, and,’’

this
| he saya, “the decisions which have heretofore boen mnde
| in this State, and in many other sla Btates, give

effect to this and other similar provisions, on the ground |

| that the master, by the free State the residence
of his slave, has submitted his rlqht to the operntion of

| the law of such State ; and this,'’ he says, *“is the sane
in Inw as o regular deed of emancipation.”

He adds :

1 regard the question ns conclusively setiled by re-
peated adjudications of this court, and, if 1 doubted or
denjed the propriety of those decisions, 1 would not feol
mysalf any more at liberty to overturn them than 1
would any other series of decisions by which the law of
any other question was settled.  “There is with me," he
BAYE, ‘m in the law velating to slavery which dia-
tinguishes it from the law on any other sulject, or allows
any more accommodation to the temporary public excite-
ments which are gathered around it."*

4 In this State,’” he says, ‘it has been rocognised from
the beginning of the government as a corroct position in
law thata master who takes his slave to reside in a State
or Territory where slavery is prohibited thereby emanci-
potes his slave.'"  These decisions, which come down to
the year 1837, seemed to have so fully settled the ques-
tion, that since that time there has been no ense bringing
it before the court for any reconsideration until the pres-
ent.  In the case of Winny e, Whitesides, the question
was made in the argument, “*whether one nation would
execute the penal laws of snother,”" and the court replied
in this language, (Huberus, quoted In 4 Dallas,) which
says, “personial rights or disabilities obtained or commu-
nicated by the hmdny%phﬂmdnm:m

hich he goes "’ and

| Under the fifth head, we were to consider whether the
stafuz of slavery attached to the plaintiff and wife on their
| return to Missotri.

This dogtrine Is not asserted in the late opinion of the
| supreme conrk of Missouri, and up to 1852 the eonteny

dectrine wis nniformly maintained hy that court,

| Inits Inte decision the court say that it will not give
effcot in Missourd to the Jnws of Illinols, or the law of
Congress called the Missouri Compromise. This was the
effect of the decision, though its terms were, that the
court would not take notice, judiciully, of those lnws,

In 1851 the conrt of appeals of South Caroling reeog-
nised the principlé that o slave, being taken to a five
Stute, became free, g ith e 1 ks, 10
Leigh Hep., 697.) In Betty es. Horton, the court of ap-

held that the frieedom of the slave was acquired by
the action of the laws of Masachusetts, by the sid slave
being taken there. (5 Leigh Rep., 615.)

The slave States have y adopted the rale that
where the master, by a residence with his slave In a State
or Territary where slavery s prohilited, the slave wan
entitled to his frecdom everywhere.  Thia was the settled
d I;Jld E1'.lf the sup In ‘i:mtrtof Missourl, It has been
#O e_nlﬂ.h;l’m, irginia, in Lonisinoa, former-
Iy in Kentucky, Maryland, and in other States,

The law, where a contract s made and is to be excen-
ted, governs it.  This does not depend  upon comity, but
upon the law of the contract. And if, in the langunge of
e guprame conrt of Missourd, the master, by taking his
slave to Illinois, and em him there as a slave,
emancipates him as y a8 by a deed of emancipa-
iaton o amy e Bte ‘e i e Y ek
judi nny slave & take
Lim? Does not the master assent to the wﬁmm
places himself under it in n free State ?

The States of Missouri and Illineis are bounded by a
common line. The mmblh slavery, the other ad-
mitk it, has been by tho exercise of that soy-

w pauy the persar ]
the Chief Justice observed, in the case of Ruchel o,
mise was hold as operative as the ordinance of 1787.

ereign power which to each. Weare bound to

Walker, the net of Congress called the Missouri Compro- | respect the institutions of each, as emanating from the

i | voluntary action of the people. Have the

When Dred Beott, his wifo and children, were romoved | any right to distnrb the relations of the

from Fort Snelling to Missouri, in Iﬁm,thyvnufmr.|ﬂmmgonlh¢ basis of its own sov
| eontin: e constitution

oithor
r‘ Each
ereignty, pro-

. Our Union has heen the
rity and

the resid n

ot

d

wlnve wx effectunlly s if b® bad executod n deed of eman- |
pation ; ¥ who takes Lis

slave into that State or Territory, and holds him there as

udﬁn.ﬁb-uhhhnﬂmmun;oﬂm citieen —and |

umerous and
uniform decisions ; and that on the returm of the slave to
Missouri his former condition of slavery did not attach. |
Suclh was the settled law of Missouti until the decision of |
Seott and Emerson. !

a3

, 1

mmmmmig«m_t}q

of our prosp national glory, Shall

years, a8 Chief | wo not ¢ swish and maintain it? This ean only be done
ter with | by respeciing the legal rights of cach State,

Mﬂli

If ncitizen of o free State shall entice or cnable a slave
to eacupw from the service of his master the law holds

by . 0
manumit the | him rosponsible, not only for the loss of the slave, but Le | sayn;

is liable to be nnd fined for the misdemeanor.
And Tam bound here to say that I have never found a
Jury in the four Blates which constitute my clrenit which
lmve not sustained this law, wheve the evidencs roquired
them to sustain it. And it i Evlnrthullhouldﬂw
eny, that more coses have arsen in my clrealt, by reason
of its extent nnd locality, than in all other parts of the
Unfon,  This has been li;lm to vindiente the povereign
rights of the southern Stutes, and protect the logal nter-
vsts of our brethren of the South.

9 in
va form that there shall be neither slavery nor in-
that Btate, and that any slave |

|
i

o | in
| the Btute of [lineis, and js retaihed there as o slave M'F

two years, and then taken to Fort Snelling, where glaye-

the most solemn nnd | lieved, quasd citizens, or, at least, denizens, Al

to it, with & view of becoming a resident, shall | are socured

Judge Kerr, in the case, says:

“ Agrocing, ns I do, with the general view taken in
this case by my brather Greon, I would not add o word
but to mark the exact extent to which I mean to go.
The iaw of Maryland having enscted that slaves carried
into that State for sale or to reside shall be free, and the
awner of the slave heve having carrled him to Maryland,
and volunturily submitting himself and the slave to that
lnw, it governs the case.”’

In every decision of a slave case prior to that of Dred
Soott ro. Emerson, the supremo court of Missouri eon.
gidered it us tuming upon the constitution of Ilinois, the
ordinance of 1787, or the Missowr-compromise nct of
1820,  "The court treated these acts s in foree, and held
itself bonnd to execnte them by declaring the slave to
be free who had nequired a domicil under them with the
consmt of his master,

The late decision reversed this whaole line of adjudica-
tion, and held that neither the constitation and laws of
of the States, nor nets of Congress in relation to Territo-
ries, conld be judiclally noticed hy the supreme court of
Missouri. Thisis believed to be in conflict with the de-
cisions of all the courls in the southern States, with some
exceptions of recent coses,

“ By o statute of Maryland of 1796, all slaves Lronght |

tion of some of my brethren as in my own. For

Missouri were consistent on all the points made in this
case.  But this consistent course was sudidenly  termina-
ted, whether by some now lght suddenly springiog up
or an excited publie opinion, or both, it is not neo

to say. In the case of Bcott vw. Ewmerson, in 1852, they
were overturned nod repudinted.

This, then, is the very cise in which seven of my
brethren declared they would not follow the lust decision.
On this authority I may well repose. 1 can desire no
other or better basis,

But there is another ground which Ideem conclusive,
nnid which I will restate.

The supreme court of Missouri refused to notice the act
of Congress or the constitntion of Tllinois, under which
Dred Scott, his wife sl chililren, clabined that they are
entitled to freedom.

This being rejected by the Missouri conrt, there was no

und this is the case which, in the opinion of this court,
wo are bound to follow. The Missourd court disregands
the express providions of an act of Congress and the con-
stitution of o soverelgn State, both of which laws for
twenty-eight years it had uot only regurded, bat onrried
into effect.

If m Btate court may do this on a question involviog
the liberty of o human being, what protection do the laws
affed?  Bo far from this Leing o Missourd question, it is o
question, as it wonld seem, within the twenty-fifth sec-
thim of the judiclary act, where a rght to freedom  being
sel up under the act of Congress, mud the decision  being
aguinst ' such right, it may e brought for revision
before this court from the suy court of Mi i

I think the judgment of the court below should Le re-

OUR NEW YORK CORRESPONDENCE.

New Yonx, May 27, 1857, |

The police affairs of the city have as yet put on no new
face. The decision of the *‘general termn of the supreme
court' has been made, sustaining the new meotropolitan
police luw. But the decision loses much of its power
| from the fact that but three of the judges held the gen-
eral torm. Two of these, Mitchell and Peabody, arc
Ulack republicans, and it was the eommon  talk that Pea-
body had, in advance, given his opinion in favor of the
Inw, and had resolved to sustain it Besides, he ls the
youngest judge on the bench—only about four months a
| judge—and is o chndidate for re-election this fall ; while
| Judge Mitchell has Lecn imported from Brooklyn to give
a judgmont on & law made for ve in Albany., And the
judges of note ond standing—Clarke and Davies—wore
not prosent, and took no part in the procoedings.  And
to this must be added the fact that Judge Roosevelt, the
chief justice of the supreme vourt, gave, at the sitting,
an claborate opinion agiinst the constitutionality of

the bench at the time of the hearing. 8o that the

the black-republican commitlee of Now York, and no
more,  The case now goes up to the court of appeals,
and ina short time the whole matter wiil be ut rest. But
the conflict of jurisdiction goes on.
be given that the new police bill was o black-repulilican

priest of abolitionisn, Thurlow Weed, camie o the res-
cue of Stmeon Draper, and took the chair at the meeting
ub the new polics headgquarters in White street. Draper
made o clean breast of all his troubles, and told how he
had attempted to got possession of the New Yok v0jice

In Marie Loufwe o Momt o al, (0 Louis Rep.,
475,) it was hold, whore o slave having been taken

where slavery is not tolerated, operates on the condition
of the slave, snd produces immedinte emancipation ; and
that, where a slave thus becomes free, the master cannot
reduce him again to slavery,

Josephine ve, Iouliney, (Louisiann Annual Rep., 320,)
‘iwhere the owner removes with a slave into a Siate in
which slavery is prohibited, with the intention of residing
there, the slave will be therely emancipated, and their
snbsequent retim to the State of Loulsiana cannot re-
store the relation of master and slave.’"  To the same in-
port nre the cases of Smith ve. Smith, (13 Iaulsnnn Rep.,
441 ; Thomns vs. Generls, Louistans Rep., 483 ; Hanry
o al. w2, Decker and Hopkins, Walker's Mississippi Hep. ,
36.) [twas held that, “‘slaves within the jurisdiction of
the Northwestern Territory became freemen by virtue of
the ordinance of 1787, and can nssert Dheir claim to free.
dom in the courts of Mississippl,''  (Griflith vs. Fauny, 1
Virginia Rep., 148.) It was decided that o negro held in
sorvitnde In Ohlo, under o deed executed In Virglula, is
entitled to freedom by the constitution of Ohio.

The case of Rliodes w. Bell (2 Howard, 307 ; 15 Cur-
tis, 152) involved the main pringiple in the case befure
us, A person reslding in Washingt ty purchased o
alave in Alexandiia, and bronght him to Washington.
Wi continued under the law of Maryland, Alex-
andria under the law of Virginia, The act of Maryland
of November, 1790, (2 Maxcy's Laws, 351;) declared any

¥

I

, and could not succeed.  The sight was an edify-
ing ‘ent to see an Albany editor, with no authority, not

to the kingdom of France or other country by the owner, | ovon n sham one, presiding over & conelaye held to

rale the city—enforce an  unconstitutional law-—by
which moeans those pirstes could get hold of the dt;'
property.

The “Friends of Temperance," as they style them-
selves, met lust night to pe2 what oan e done to make
the new “excise law'" efficlont.  The luw does not seem
to snit any one Lot the liguor-sellers, and it nuits thom
only on the ground that it is so complicated, stringent,
and absurd that its provisions cannot be enforoed, and
ary, consequently, harmless,

The **eall’” for the meeting was o loud one. The hall
was a large one.  The meeting was s small one.  The
old party hacks were present.  The old story aliout the
enforcoment of the Inw was told with vaistions,  The
Jaw that conld be enforced those men roject with disdain.
The law they want i one that js unconstitutional. ‘fhe
rule to do all they ean legally they trample beneath
their feet.  The aim they bave in view is beyond thebr
reach., 8o hey waste their strenglh by beating the air,
and in the mean thne wo have free trade in lguor all
the week, Bunday included,

adopt it, without eriticism or further inquiry. |

twenty-cight years the decisions of the supreme court of |

case before it, or least it was o caee with only one side ; |

the law, and he is the only democrat that was ou;

declsion amounts to just as much as one from Greeley or |

No better proof ean |

measnre to control the city than the fct that that high |

WASHINGTON CITY.
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THE VIRGINIA ELECTION.

The election s Virginia for attorney general, u,
bers of Congress, and members of the legigly,,
took place yesterday. “All of the delegution (w. .
the Richmond Enquirer) in the last Congress v,
candidates for re-election except Messrs, Kidwell 4,
McMullin.  Edgur Snowden, in the Alexandria, A )
Crane, in the Richmond, and Jolm B. Carile, in 11,
Parkersburg district, woere the only American
whig candidates in the field for Congress, so fur o,
we are informed, though in other districts gentlomy,
attached to one or the other of those two parijy
were probably voted for. Tn some of the distrigy,
the regular democrutic nominees were opposed |y
distribution democrats, who, to & great extent, we.
voted for by whigs and Americana. The Hon. (),
J. Faulkner, d rat, was opposed in ks district iy
the Hon. William Lucas, distribution democrnt. |,

» | the Norfolk district General Millson, democrat, b

no serious opposition. In thelust Congress iho
whole delegation, with the exception of Mr. Carlile,
were democrata. The legislature now elected wi))
have to choose a Uniled States senator, in the plece
of Mr. Hunter.""

Partial returns from several congressionsl districis
indicate the election of Mr. Tucker, the democratiy
candidate for attorney general, by an averwhelming
majority. The democrats have seenred both brauclies
of the State legisluture by an increased majority.

Our friends throughout the country will be re.
| joiced to lewrn that the city of Richmond—for years
| and years the stronghold of the opposition—has sur-
| rendored at lust to the democrats. The vote for
Congress stands :

Orabe ~»r-~rrencpessensssracwans

]
| Demoortie majority-«----.ococooiiiiil ap
i The Richmond Enquirer of yesterday moming

| says:

| of Virginia is no longer under the van of know- .
ism. Truth bas triomphed. Pateiotism has prevailol,

| and Richmond is redeemed.
| o the noble old-line whigs who, imitating the wx.

|

B T T B
| nothingism yestenday, we wonld extend the right hand
o of fuithfiul fellowship, and tulate them cordinlly o,
| our mutusl trinmph,”* -
| The returns are coming in slowly, but enough b
| beenreceived from the 9th and L0th congresaional is.
| triets to make itquite certain that tho Won. Wi, Suith
| and the Hon. Chas. Jus. Faulkner will be returned by
- largely-increased majorities over previous eleotions,
| The sume may be said of Judge Caskie in the Ricl-
| mond  district—the city of Richmond itself giviyg
| the democratic ticket some four hundred majority—
| & thing shwost nnprecedented in its history. Judg.
| ing, therefore, of the spirit of vur party throughout
| the Htate by what we have seen nearest to us, we
| can searcely doubt that the whole demberatic con-
| gressional ticket has been elcete.d.

| We have received the followiug reported majori-

ties from the seventh constessional district :

Smith,  Soowden,

:a\lemnd.rin----»--..........; ......... 433
IFBDEE = - ool 250
B o et e e [
| PR R e A S
| Prince Wil -« creevmoeemnae oo 400
| HAppARANNOTK-- < <<= - =2 m v mecenaenas B

Four connties to hear from, which <iil atill further
| increase Governor Smith's majority.
| From the Winchester district (the eighth) the
| news is of the most gratifying character, as will be
scen from the following despatch :
T L B s 1

. gives him 913, Berkeloy 300, Clark 169, Froderick 527,
| Jefferson 115, Loudoun gves Lueas 564, =

All honor to the heroic and stendfast democracy of
the glorious Old Dominion! The insidious and silly
bribe offered in the slape of distribution could not
| for a moment shake their constancy or warp their

fidelity to principle,

| ANNEXATION IN LIBERIA,
i President Benson, of Liberin, in Lis messago o tho
extra session of the legislature of April 6, informs
| that body that, in conformity with the act of the
| legislature entitled “*An aet for the relief of (e Stato
| of Maryland, in Liberia,” approved the Tth of Feb:
| ruary, 1857, he despatched a force of 115 men, w-
| der command of Major General Roberts, and that Le
also negotiated a loan for the benefit of the State of
5,000, to be refunded in anmaal instalments of 500,
| at 6 per cent. interest. Among the documents ac-
| companying the mossage is a copy of a treaty of
| friendship, offensive and defensive, concluded Feb-
Tuary 19 between the republic of Liberia and fhe
State of Maryland, in Liberia, ratifed by the senale
on the 20th February, and copies of the requisite
| bonds conditioned for the payment to the republic
L of the swm of $20,000, in annnal instalments of
| 3,000, and pledging the revenme and the sources of
revenne of the Btate of Maryland, in Liberin, thereto.
| In reforence to the difficultics bhetween the State
| of Liberin and the native tribes, the message says
I “that the necessity for offensive and defensive opera-

| Dr. Cheever's church have got Into o regular sow, A | tions by the forees of the republic was superseded

ane who shall
inte Maryland, such elave should
alave, by reason of his being
city, was deolared by this court to be free. it ap-
pears to me, is o much stronger case  ngninst the slave
than the facts in the case of Beott,

In Bush ve. White, (3 Monroe, 104,) the court sy :

“That the ordinanece

be free. The nbove

ally a8 o constitution in an organized Btate.

zmpw”mmof It na it can be of any other
w.'

1n the cose of Rankin w. Iydia, before cited, Judge
Mills, speakiug for the court of sppeals of Kentucky,

11, by the positive provision In our code, we can and
must hold our slaves in the one case, and statutory pro-
| visions equally positive decide against that right in the
| other, nnd liberate the slave, he must, by an sutharity
| uLuuy imporious, be declared froe. Every srgument
| wl mmmmmndmmmmma. based
| upon the of written lnw, must be oqually conclusive
| In favor of the slave when he can point out fn the statute
| the clause which secures his freedom, ™'

And he forther said :
of color in all the Btates aro, It is be-

noiie of the States may allow them the privilege of

and suffrage, yet all other ¢ivil and conventional rights
l.l?, lhemt;h:_i lenst, lncl!:‘ rights wr;:‘e&ismu;
seourod to them Ly the ordinance in question -
ermﬂtnfhanu If these rights arp vested inw
mmmawu&mmmuu x
)

deny thelr exlstence in any other part? Iy

comity exi-ﬂn‘ between State and Siate, or

-

bring nny negro, mulatto, or other slave, |

United Statea army, and four men, weye upset in o boat
on Indian river, Florida, nndmmrhdqw.l
but were fortunately rescuod, u:{:n, with him a
leathe bag coaining abou 423, ingnlllhtlliluv|
with the spirit of our confederated government to mﬁhuhmnmm fheg i

g preliminary to the annonl meeting was held last
night, The suimus of an excited cancus was present.

It Into Washington | A8 the deacons of the church are opposed to the ruinous

course of the pastor, an effort is made to throw them |
over. To do this the established rules of the church |
were overthrown ; and a debato, acrimonious and une |

meefing would break up in aorow. Al this trouble, tur. |
moil, row, bad feeling, and opposition, has been weil- |

The fight ix o |

wifl be foals, the penalty muast bo pald.

The weathor is dellghtful—wmm and balmy. The |
wtreots of Now York ave in a deplorable condition. The |
nmusements of the ity are st . low ebb. Burton made
an experiment the other night that. he will not repeat,
He took tho rope-dancer, young Hengler, and gave him
the part of Hamlel 1o commence his career |
with. He came down s ho would if his tight-rope broke |
and laid bim fat on his back on.the stage. The failure |
wua total and mortifying. y [

Itiknot trae that Morshall has purchased Burton's |

:q_thm!m No stops towards o sale Bave been taken, [

MANHATTAN.

LR |
On the 12ih instant Major Dashicl, paymaster in the |
|

Courier, from which wo lesrn these facty,
b

sayn the bottom of the river is n quicksand, and the
never

ability s the money will

be rovevered. |

. by the conclusion of a treaty of peace, friendship,
| and indemnification between the allies and the twelve
hostile tribes on terms mutually satisfactory and hor
orable,”
The principal business submitted to the cousider-

| o y | 2
o O b s | christian, took place ; and, for n time, it seemod that the | ation of the extra seasion of the legislature was 2

laws, and restrained the legislative power thero as vffectu- |
It woas | )
public act of the leglslature of the Unlon, and s part of the | cawed by their palitico-abolition poator.
supremd law of the land ; and, as ench, this coust s us | good one, and the public look on to enjoy i If men |

formal application on the part of the State of Mury-
kand to be admitted into the republic as the “comnty
of Cape Palmas.” The application states that the
revenne of the State arising from imports is $1,500
per annmn, and the liabilitiox amount to 83,000, and
the assets, inclnding public buildings and bills pay-
uble, to 810,000 The number of American inhal-
itants in the State in 900, and the aboriginal popula-
tion is estimated at 60,000. The new county will be
entitled to two senators and three members in the
lower branch of the legislature.

The measnre is strongly urged by the governof,
and is no doubt the law at this time.

CONGRESSIONAL NOMINATION.
Hon. Sydenbam Moore, of Greene county, has re-
esived the democratic nomination for Congress in tho
fourth district, Alabama—so says the Monfgomery

Advertiser.

+ Three United Statos senators from New Hampslire
have died within three years, and all whilo in office,
viz: Meanrs. Norrin, Charles G. Atherton, aund Japed

Bell,




